r-Tm i*ar fc *ynch l/j5/^5 

122 "fti'Cacd avu ## JS 
Washington* D.C. 

Dear Mark, 

A n th»i oV:jit you want then for tho cciip .^tcri^ , of yot-T file , i -iucIr.Bo 

uIF's 12/>l/^34 to Uf anti my today's response. 

I think it is obvious that tiiey lied in tho iitigntivan in telling the courts 
cy ap^oula ijad beer, aotod upon anu t)ii« is proof piraitive, those bein^ 
V&Zlvtn T^KJor.ta urn! the subject of -?:rt*rs:.Ye attention 1.; ny efffidaYito* 

Whether their sworn lies am rrtrjrcry or net is another matter# -Uii ic whether 
any court Wxll ever ilo anything nuout persisting official perjury* 

I*ia not taking tho tUi.. to 1 earn whether Oiily bA John Phillips, jtfXHk 1ULPA, 
bwon/ that ciiuro wort* no duos* if Speoht in Dallas did* it has to be perjury* 

hope you have & good year! 


Sincerely, 


JL: Maybe I exa iierlin after all! This is one o; tlie illustrations I wanted ^ark 
to include in tlio brief* Anti look wliat happens! 

I liave difficulty believing that at F^HIQ Phillips was not aware of at the 
least what was going to the Ramsey panel. Certainly FOIPA had to know* 


